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MEMORANDUM OPINION!

Inthis case the husband has appealedthe trial judge's award of $14,750
to the wife as her share of the marital property. The trial judge made the following
findings: that the husband's property had increased in value during the marriage in
the amount, when added to the value of some property acquired by the parties, of
$34,000; that the cattle acquired by the parties had a negative value of $4,500,
leaving a net value of $29,500; that the wife had made a contribution to the
preservation and appreciation of the property; that the wife had a greater need than
the husband; and that the husband had a greater ability to produce income in the
future. Taking the net increase in the marital estate of $29,500 the trial judge then
awarded half of it to the wife.

We find from the record that the evidence does not preponderate
against the trial judge's findings of fact. Therefore, we affirm the trial court's judgment

and tax the costs on appeal to the appellant.

BEN H. CANTRELL, JUDGE

CONCUR:

HENRY F. TODD, PRESIDING JUDGE
MIDDLE SECTION

SAMUEL L. LEWIS, JUDGE

'Rule 10(b) of the Rules of the Court of Appeals reads as follows:

The Court, with the concurrence of all judges participating in the case, may
affirm, reverse or modify the actions of the trial court by memorandum opinion when
a formal opinion would have no precedential value. When a case is decided by
mem orandum opinion it shall be designated "MEMO RANDUM OPINION," shallnot be
published, and shall not be cited or relied on for any reason in a subsequentunrelated
case.
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